BOARD OF SUPERVISORS

Brown County

305 E. WALNUT STREET
P. 0. BOX 23600
GREEN BAY, WISCONSIN 54305-3600 . LAND CONSERVATION SUBCOMMITTEE
PHONE (920) 4484015 FAX (920) 448-6221 Norb Dantinne, Chair
Dave Kaster, Vice Chair
Bemie Erickson, Mike Fleck, Dan Haefs, Norbert Vande Hei(FSA)

L Call meeting to order.
1L Approve/modify agenda.
IIL. Approve/modify minutes of Land Conversation Subcommittee of October 26, 2009.
1. Update on Animal Waste Storage Permit for N.E.W. Organic Digestion, LLC, 6601 County
Road R, Denmark, Wisconsin {Attachment: Letter from Conestoga-Rovers and Associates
NEW Organics)
2. Land and Water Conservation Department Monthly Budget Update (11/30/09) (To be
distributed at meeting)
3. Wisconsin Working Lands Initiative — Power Point Presentation by Aaron Schuette,

Conservation Compliance requirements by Jim Jolly.

4, Grant Application Review (#09-47): Review and approval of Great Lakes Restoration Imitative
grants application — Pre Proposal for Total Maximum Daily Load project for Brown, Outagamie
and Calumet Counties. (Attachment 2009 pre -proposal Ag BMPS TMDL,; LFox Luse
Watershed boundaries; LFox SWAT sub watershed yields)

5. Grant Application Review (#09-48): Review and approval of Great Lakes Restoration Imitative
grants application — Pre Proposal for Baird Creek Riparian Projection Project.

6. Grant Application Review (#09-48). Review and approval of Great Lakes Restoration
Imitative grants application — Pre Proposal for West Shore Pike Habitat Restoration Project —
Jim Jolly.

7. Director’s report.

8. Such other matters as authorized by law.

Norb Dantinne, Chair

Notice is hereby given that action by the Committee may be taken on any of the items which are described or listed in this agenda.

Please take notice that it is possible additional members of the Board of Supervisors may attend this meeting, resulting in a majority or quorum
of the Board of Supervisors. This may constitute a meeting of the Board of Supervisors for purposes of discussion and information gathering

relative to this agenda.



PROCEEDINGS OF THE BROWN COUNTY
LAND CONSERVATION SUBCOMMITTEE

Pursuant to Section 18.94 Wis. Stats., a regular and budget meeting of the Brown County
Land Conservation Subcommittee was held on Monday, October 26, 2009 in Room 161,
UW-Extension -1150 Bellevue Street, Green Bay, Wisconsin

Present: Norb Dantinne, Bernie Erickson, Mike Fleck, Dan Haefs, Dave Kaster

Norb VandeHei

Also Present: Bill Hafs, Jon Bechle, Jim Jolly, Tom Hinz, Jayme Sellen

Supervisors Andrews, Krueger, LaViolette, Scray & Zima
Sara Perrizo, Lynn VandenlLangenberg, Heidi Hietpas, Andrea Konrath

Call Meeting to Order:
The meeting was called to order by Chairman Norb Dantinne at 5:30 p.m.

Approve/Modify Agenda:

Motion made by Supervisor Fleck and seconded by Supervisor Kaster to
approve the agenda. MOTION APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

Approve/Modify Minutes of Land Conservation Subcommittee of
September 28, 2009:

Motion made by Supervisor Erickson and seconded by Supervisor Kaster to
approve the minutes. MOTION APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

Non-Budget Iltems

Communications:

1.

Communication from Supervisor Dantinne re: To have Brown County review
the inspection fees for manure facilities in Brown County. (Commercial and
Farm). (Referred from October County board):

Supervisor Dantinne brought this issue forward to clarify that everyone pays the
same. Bill Hafs explained the inspection fee for manure facilities is placed on those
farmers owning more than 500 animal units, of which there are 33 in Brown County.
The fee is $500 per animal, per year, or $16,500 in revenue to the County. Whether
there should be an inspection is not under question, but rather Hafs pointed out that
liability issues enter, along with several other variables. The integrity of the facility
system is under question, whether there has been damage to the liner, etc. Hafs
explained that these inspections actually protect the farmer.

Supervisor Erickson suggested that if there is no change from one year to the next,
that the fee be reduced to $250 per animal unit. Supervisor Haefs pointed out that
this would be lost revenue and would need to be found elsewhere.

Hafs stated that animal waste complaints were projected at 20 for 2009 and the
department has already received 70 (addressed under the budget review).
(Supervisor Haefs arrived 5:35 p.m.)



Brown County Land Conservation Subcommittee

October 26, 2009

Motion made by Supervisor Haefs and seconded by Supervisor Kaster to
receive and place on file. MOTION APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

BUDGET REVIEW
REVIEW OF 2010 DEPARTMENT BUDGET:

2.

Land Conservation — Review of 2010 Department Budget:
Performance Measures and Policy Initiatives were highlighted by County
Conservationist, Bill Hafs, and a summary distributed (attached).

Performance measures include the item discussed above relative to animal waste
complaints, projected to increase to 70 in 2010. In addition, winter spreading is
projected to increase, along with number of ordinance permits, and animal waste
inspections.

Policy Initiatives were highlighted, with Mr. Hafs requesting a delay in the well
abandonment ordinance because of increased workload associated with animal
waste complaints and other projects (see attached for details).

Hafs reported a property tax increase of 1.98%. Outlay includes a request for the
purchase of a 4 wheel drive vehicle for $13,286 (photo of present vehicle attached).
There will be no additional staff added, with a reduction of a Technician Project
Manager for the West Shore Pike Habitat by $4,000.

Motion made by Supervisor Erickson and seconded by Supervisor Kaster to
keep the purchase price in the $10,000 range for the 4-wheel drive vehicle.

Supervisor Erickson suggested that the purchase of this vehicle be kept in the
$10,000 range, however, discussion by the committee resulted in a consensus that it
was a reasonable request and should be left at $13,286.

MOTION WITHDRAWN

Hafs summarized, stating the 2010 budget is overall $10,000 above 2009, including
the vehicle for $13,000.

Changes in revenues and expenditures were noted, with Hafs stating mistakes were
made due a misunderstanding with the new financial system. See attached.

Motion made by Supervisor Fleck and seconded by Supervisor

N. VandeHei to approve the 2010 Department Budget as amended to include
changes to revenues and expenditures.

MOTION APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

Such other matters as authorized by law: None

Motion made by Supervisor Erickson and seconded by Supervisor
N. VandenHeuvel to adjourn at 6:10 p.m.
MOTION APPROVED UNANIMOUSLY

Respectfully submitted,

Rae G. Knippel
Recording Secretary
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GRANT APPLICATION REVIEW

Department: Land and Water Cons, Preparer. Bi“ Hafs Date: 12/17/09
Grant-Title: Great |.akes Resforation Initiative Grantor Agency: EPA/USDA
Grant Period: 2010 to 2011 Grant # (if applicable):

Brief description of activities/items proposed under grant:

Agricultural Best Management Practice implementation in Lower Fox River Total Maximum Daijly Load in high
sediment and phosphorus delivery subwatersheds in.Brown, Qutagamie and Calumet.County's. Total Grant for
Brown, Outagamie, and Calumet County is.$10,787,700 per year. Brown County portion is $5,349,000 per year
including $594,000 (8.25 fte), $120,000 (staff support costs), $4,635,000 (cost share for landowners). Balance of
grant would be distributed to Outagamie and Calumet County Land and Water Conservation Departments.

Total Grant Amount:$ 10,787,700 Yearly Grant Amount: $ — Term-of Grant: 2010 -2011

is this a new grant ora continuation of an existing grant? New [] Continuation

if a continuation, how long have we received the.grant? N/A

Are the activities proposed under the grant mandated or statutorily required? Yes [JNo

Will the grant fund new or existing positions? {X] Yes [] No If yes, explain:
new positions would be 100% funded by grant

Are matching resources required? [ Yes [XI No  If so, what is the amount of the match $
How will it be met? Brown County will however point to current funding from State and County to enhance grant.

Explain any ongoing cost to be assumed by the Cnty (ie, maint. costs, software licenses, efc.):

Existing staff will monitor and inspect Best Management Practices consistent with current County Ordiances

Explain any maintenance of efforts once the grant ends:

Existing staff will monitor and inspect Best Management Practices consistent with current County Ordiances

‘Budget Summary: Salaries: $594.000
'Fringe Benefits: o
Operation and Maintenance; $120,000
Travel/Conference/Training: '
Contracted Services:
Outlay:
Other (list): $4,635,000
Total Expenditures: $5,349,000
‘Total Revenues: $5,349,000
Required County Funds: 0
o APPROVALS e e
/(/fa%fm C. /'%%/ | Ms&,aifw&&u NA PN G
Signature of Department Head _ Srgnature of Director of Adpﬁ/nlstratton (J
Date: /27172 F Date: /&L/ﬂ;_/pﬁ

Rev, 5/1/08



Lower Fox Integrated TMDL Implementation:
Agricultural BMP Implementation in Brown County, Outagamie County, Calumet County 11/19/09

Project Tifle: Agricultural BMP Implementation in Brown County, Outagamie County, Calumet County — Lower
Fox River TMDL

Project Applicant:
Brown County Land and Water Conservation Department, Outagamie County Land Conservation Department,
Calumet County Land and Water Conservation Department — portions will be submitted to EPA and NRCS

Contact Person:

Bill Hafs, Brown County Land and Water Conservation Department, 1150 Bellevue Street, Green Bay, WI, 54302,
920-391-4633, fax 391-4617, hafs_bc@co.brown.wi.us

Greg Baneck, Outagamie County Land Conservation Department, 3365 W. Brewster, St., Appleton, WI, 54914-
1602, 920-832-5073, fax 920-832-4783, BaneckGJ@co.outagamie.wi.us

Eugene McLeod, Calumet County Land and Water Conservation Department, 206 Court St., Chilton, WI 53014-
1198, 920-849-1444, fax 920-849-1481, mcleod.eugene@co.calumet.wi.us

Project Location (please be as specific as possible):

X __ Lake Michigan Basin

Lower Fox TMDL top yield sub watersheds (total phosphorus & total suspended solids): portions of East River &
Apple, Bower, Garners, Plum, & Kankapot Creeks.

Problem Statement:
Full restoration of beneficial uses within the Lower Green Bay and Fox River Area of Concern (AOC) depends on

implementation of the Lower Fox Total Maximum Daily Load (TMDL) for phosphorus and sediment. Seven of
eleven AOC impairments. are partially caused by excessive nutrient and sediment loads (e.g. Loss of Fish &
Wildlife Habitat and Eutrophication). Reducing phosphorus and sediment inputs were Key Actions #1 and 2
identified in the Remedial Action Plan (WDNR 1988). Today, nonpoint sources continue to dominate loading with
agriculture providing 48% of phosphorus and 66% of suspended solids loading to the AOC (Baumgart, TMDL
baseline modeling 2009). This impact extends beyond the AOC as the Lower Fox is the largest phosphorus
contributor to Lake Michigan (USGS). It should be noted that this area of Wisconsin has the highest concentration
of livestock operations greater than 500 animal units in the State. It is estimated that there are 20 livestock
operations in this watershed greater than 500 animal units that operate approximately 35,000 — 45,000 acres.

Barriers to reducing agricultural phosphorus and sediment loads are well known. Facilitated discussions with
farmers in the Lower Fox noted economics as a limitation when implementing conservation practices (Scheberle &
Cooper 2008). Nearly 90% of Lower Fox dairy producers surveyed felt a personal responsibility to protect water
quality and nearly 70% would be willing to change practices, but only 14% would pay more to improve water
quality (UW-Extension 2008). Wisconsin’s Administrative Code NR151 defines agricultural performance
standards and prohibitions to protect water quality, yet cost share must be provided before these can be enforced.

This project proposes to implement practices known to be effective at reducing phosphorus and sediment loads
from agriculture by removing the economic barrier and bringing their land into compliance with NR151, effectively
removing future cost share requirements. Wisconsin’s Great Lakes priorities addressed are “Support and
implement actions and projects for the TMDL” (p 29) and action plan recommendations for nonpoint pollution
including “Promote buffers along all waterways, promote public outreach and the capacity for local governments to
address nonpoint source issues, and support implementation of the nutrient and solids TMDL for the Fox River and
Lower Green Bay” (p 35 Wisconsin Great Lakes Strategy, DNR 2009). Two EPA “GLRI Action Plan Focus
Areas” will be addressed; Areas of Concern by contributing to restoration of nutrient and sediment related
Beneficial Uses (p 10) and Nonpoint Source Pollution by reducing annual phosphorus loading, rate of sediment
deposition, and possibly acres enrolled in conservation programs managed by NRCS (p 17).




Proposed Work: 4 year project
e Agriculture non point implementation will be prioritized in highest loading sub watersheds as identified by
UW Green Bay (P.Baumgart 11/09) and begin with livestock producers greater than 500 animal units. The
grant will provide necessary staffing resources for three counties needed to implement and monitor BMP’s
with agriculture producers.
e Outcomes and deliverables resulting from this project will include:
1. Complete conservation farm plans on 5 livestock operations greater than 500 animal units in first year
and 20 during the 4 year grant period.
2. 21 miles of buffers installed/year.
3. Monitoring for conservation compliance on 20 operations greater than 500 animal units (in cooperation
with DNR). Inspections 6 times per year/ operation.
4. Installation of 41,500 acres of 590 plans with monitoring included as part of inspections.
Enforcement, inspections, compliance, complaint inspections (50 per year).
6. Reduce soil phosphorus from average of 42 ppm to 25 ppm by use of nutrient management plans,
tipping fees for transport to low phosphorus fields or to a Waste Transformation Plant. (4000 acres per
year).
Manure storage facility construction of 50 storage facilities to provide adequate storage over winter.
Create a Clean Water Incentive program which provides dewatering equipment with potential of waste
water treatment (per DNR approval) of animal waste to 5 livestock operations greater than 500 animal
units.
9. All conservation best management practices will be consistent with NR151 and be required to be
maintained in perpetuity and contracts will be attached to landowner’s deed.

i

e

e This project would develop a template for future TMDL’s using cost — share tied to required agriculture
BMP’s using NR151 and County Ordinances. The project will also require extensive monitoring of
agriculture producers and compliance methodology that can be imitated in future TMDL projects.

Collaboration with others:
This project will partner with Wisconsin DNR to coordinate inspections and enforcement actions. The project has

used UWGB monitoring and modeling and TMDL process to prioritize watersheds for BMP implementation. This
project will take advantage of five years of existing P & TSS watershed monitoring data and information
(www.uwgb.edu/watreshed) when sighting implementation projects. Additionally we will continue collaboration
with UW-Green Bay personnel to establish post-implementation monitoring at various spatial scales to document
change. The project will rely on the UW-Extension Basin Educator for Natural Resources for the Lower Fox River
and Upper Green Bay Basins and the TMDL outreach committee to provide educational outreach. The project will
use NRCS standards and engineering support for BMP’s. The project will rely on DNR for review and approval of
waste water systems installed through DNR WPDES process.

Describe what existing plan(s) this work will forward the goals of:

Seven of eleven AOC impairments are at least partially caused by excessive nutrient and sediment loads (e.g. Loss
of Fish & Wildlife Habitat, Degraded Fish & Wildlife Populations, and Eutrophication/Undesirable Algae).
Reducing phosphorus and sediment inputs to the AOC were Key Actions #1 and 2 identified in the Remedial
Action Plan (WDNR 1988). This will advance Wisconsin’s Great Lakes priorities in the AOC of “Support and
implement actions and projects for the TMDL”

Project Cost:

Staffing per year

Brown County 8.25  $594,000
Outagamie County 6.75  $437,000
Calumet County 1.25  $77,000

Total staffing cost/yr 16.25 $1,108,000

Staff Support Costs (Computers, vehicles, supplies)
Brown County $120,000 start up ($10,000 annual after startup)




Outagamie County $113,500 start up ($10,000 annual after startup)
Calumet County $ 8,500 startup ($1000 annual after startup)
Outreach (mailings/brochures) $3,000

Total Staff Support Costs $245,000

Cost share per vear Brown Co. Outagamie Co. Calumet County
Buffer strips $0 $1,268,000 $126,700
Manure Storage $1,815,000 $1,189,000 $0

Water and Sediment basins $40,000 $27,000 $9,000

Nutrient Management $280,000 $280,000 $0

Tipping fees Phosphorus $1,000,000 $675,000 $225,000

Clean Water Incentive $1,500,000 $1,000,000 $0

Total Cost Share per year $4,635,000 $4,439,000 $360,700
Grand Total Cost share $9,434,700

Budget summary

Total staffing cost/yr (16.25) $1,108,000
Total Staff Support Costs $242,000

Grand Total Cost share $9,434,700

Project Selection Criteria as outlined in the EPA GLRI Action Plan

Ability to strategically achieve measurable environmental outcomes: will be accomplished by additional
staffing added for monitoring six times per year per contracted livestock operation. Measurable
compliance reports will be required of livestock operation. P & TSS monitoring at implementation sites
will be conducted by UW-Green Bay under separate monitoring proposal.

Ability to advance applicable ecological priorities of Lakewide Management Plans, Remedial Action Plans
for Areas of Concern, as well as other relevant national and regional coordinated strategic planning efforts:

will be accomplished by focusing implementation in high priority sediment and phosphorus delivery
watersheds identified by UWGB and prioritizing work on livestock operations greater than 500 animal
units located in the high delivery sub watersheds. Two of the top five high priorities for the Lower Fox
River and Green Bay RAP are phosphorus and sediment delivery reduction which will be monitored at
sites thru collaboration with the UW-Green Bay Watershed Monitoring Program under separate proposal.
Feasibility of prompt implementation, including a bias for projects that are both ready-to go and will have
results soon (however, some funding will be used for planning and design to ensure cost effective
implementation and for monitoring, particularly where it is needed to establish baseline conditions and/or
to better understand environmental problems to inform implementation actions). Implementation will be a
factor of hiring staff to accelerate existing efforts to gain compliance with state NR151 administrative code,
County Ordinances for Animal Waste Management, Buffer Strip installation, and objectives outlined by
TMDL technical advisory committee.

Observable local impacts, especially for projects at the field level. Tracking of conservation practices will
be tracked on GIS tuff book computers using software already developed by Outagamie County.
Monitoring and inspections of livestock operation BMP’s will be tracked on Data Base on Tuff book
consistent with NR151 administrative rules. Nutrient management plans will track soil phosphorus ppm on
GIS data base (see bullet points one and two above regarding P and TSS monitoring by UWGB).

Strong bias for inter-agency/inter-organizational coordination and collaboration. Brown County, Outagamie
County, Calumet County, DNR, UWGB, Brown County UWEX, Members of TMDL technical advisory
committee, and TMDL outreach committee all worked in concert to develop this proposal

Support new work, or enhance (but do not replace) existing Great Lakes base activities. This project would
be the first project to target the highest loading phosphorus and sediment loading sub watersheds, the
largest livestock operations and utilize NR151 administrative codes to require Ag BMP implementation if
cost share is offered to the livestock operation. This project also places a high emphasis on continued
monitoring and inspections of livestock operations contracted through this project. All projects are

3
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contracted to be maintained in perpetuity. The Project also offers a new Clean Water Incentive program
where the livestock operation is offered a one time $500,000 payment to install animal waste dewatering
equipment and water treatment equipment that satisfies DNR WPDES waste water discharge limits. All
other conservation practices such as Buffers, Nutrient Management, and Sediment control have to be
maintained in perpetuity by livestock operation as a condition of this Clean Water Incentive program.
Public support Public support for this project is consistent with the Area of Concern Remedial Action Plan
which calls for reduced sediment and phosphorus loading to Lower Fox River and Green Bay.

Ability to leverage non-Federal resources. Management of this project, office space, and educational
outreach involves the time and commitment of Brown County, Outagamie County, Calumet County,
UWEX, UWGB, UW-Extension Basin Educator for Natural Resources, TMDL technical and outreach
committees.

Promotion of long-term societal, economic, and environmental sustainability. The work proposed in this
project will lead to long term sustainability of agriculture and water quality. Currently there are more
livestock operations in this watershed than any other location in Wisconsin. These livestock numbers
combined with diminishing cropland due to urban sprawl have created a unsustainable situation that causes
water quality problems. The BMP’s identified and the monitoring and inspection program outlined will
lead to sustainable livestock operations where there is adequate land to land apply animal waste, tipping
fees are provided to transport nutrients to low nutrient crop fields and waste water treatment systems are
installed on large livestock operations thereby treating them similar to cities.

Minimization of transaction costs This project prioritizes both the sub watersheds that have the highest
yield and diverts resources to the largest livestock operations in those sub watersheds to maximize cost
effectiveness.
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GRANT APPLICATION REVIEW

Department. Land and Water Cons. Preparer: Bill Hafs Date: 12/17/08

Grant Title: Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Baird Grantor Agency: EPA

Grant Period: 2010 to 2011 Grant # (if applicable):

Brief description of activities/items proposed under grant:

In Baird Creek Watershed, protect stream corridors and create riparian corridor habitat. Establish buffer strips on
all steams located in sections 5, 4, and 8 of the Town of Humboldt estimated to be 6 miles at 35 feet wide on
both sides of the stream. Financial incentives wouid be offered up toe $2,500 per acre for landowners to instail
buffer strips out to 150 feet on both sides of a stream by permanent contract attached to landowners deed.
$133,700 will be provided in cost share to landowners, $211,654 in staffing cost to Brown County Land and
Water Conservation Department and Baird Creek Parkway Preservation Foundation, and $32,000 O&M.

Total Grant Amount: $ $377,354 Yearly Grant Amount: $ 377,354 Term of Grant: 2010-2011
Is this a new grant or a continuation of an existing grant? New [] Continuation

If a continuation, how long have we received the grant?

Are the activities proposed under the grant mandated or statutorily required? Yes [JNo

Will the grant fund new or existing positions? X Yes [ No If yes, explain:
one project technician for 2 years and 500 hrs for management of project.

Are matching resources required? [] Yes No  If so, what is the amount of the match $
How will it be met? While matching resources are not required, the grant will point to current efforts by Brown Co.

-Explain any ongoing cost to be assumed by the Cnty (ie, maint. costs, software licenses, etc.):
Maintence and inspection of Buffer Strip Ordinance compliance beyond the grant period

Explain any maintenance of efforts once the grant ends:
Maintence and inspection of Buffer Strip Ordinance compliance beyond the grant period

Budget Summary: Salaries: $211,654
Fringe Benefits:
Operation and Maintenance: $32,000
Travel/Conference/Training:
Contracted Services:
Outlay:
Other (list): $133,700
Total Expenditures; $377,354
Total Revenues: $377,354
0

Required County Funds:

APPROVALS

WW&W; C. / W’Z/“ J’)M»ux(l 4/ &kMZLWW{’/MA

Signature of Department Hepd Signature of Director of Adiinistration {J

Date. (D~(T7-0F Date: /9‘/;1&/09

Rev. 5/1/09

®



Great Lakes Restoration Initiative Project
Baird Creek Riparian Protection Project

Scope of Work:

Our intent in this project is to protect stream corridors and create riparian corridor habitat. The project will
also strive to enhance and protect critical wetland habitat in an area of Northeast Wisconsin that contains one
of the highest remaining blocks of wetlands. Much of this work will reduce agriculture nutrient, sediment
and pesticide loading to Baird Creek and ultimately the Bay of Green Bay through buffer filtering. Water
chemistry data collected by a DNR study (Pesticide sampling study East River 2002 James Reyburn)
concluded the Baird Sub watershed is severely impacted by agricultural nonpoint nutrient loading. Wetland
restoration work will strive to reconnect wetlands that have been isolated from the drainage system because
of agriculture activities which will promote increased waterfowl, fisheries and amphibian numbers. We will
cooperate and partner with the Baird Creek Parkway Preservation Foundation to promote the importance of
the project on both, local, and state water quality goals. We will continue to work to educate local
government officials and citizens regarding the simplicity and effectiveness of vegetative buffers in
protecting streams and will encourage adopt a stream and stream monitoring by private citizens of the Baird
Creek Parkway Preservation Foundation.

Work Products for 2010-11:

o Establish vegetated riparian buffers on intermittent and perennial streams throughout the entire
watershed area which have been highly degraded by Agricultural activities which results in sediment
and nutrient related problems downstream in the Baird Creek Park way and the Lower Fox River and
Green Bay Area of Concern.

o Establish/restore/protect buffer strips on all streams located in sections 5, 4, and 8 of the town of
Humboldt estimated to be 6 miles at 35 feet wide on both sides of the stream. This would continue
buffer installation success began in 2009 when buffer agreements were secured on all streams in
section 6 of Humboldt to be installed in the spring/ summer of 2010. It would also connect buffer
installation accomplished in previous years in sections 8 and 9.
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Buffer strips would be required per Brown County Ordinance at 35 feet per side of stream free of
row crops. This project would offer $2500 per acre to landowners to install buffers out to distances
of 150 feet on a permanent contract attached to the landowner’s deed.

The project would have a goal of increased public awareness of the high importance of using buffer
strips to protect streambank and wetlands and the impact this project has on the overall water quality
of the Bay,

The project would reestablish stream corridor connectivity to critical habitats to promote overall
health of the Bay.

The project would activate stream monitoring by volunteers (adopt a stream program) with Baird
Creek Parkway Preservation Foundation members and Brown County Land and Water Conservation
Department Staff for regular scheduled monitoring and compliance.

Permanent buffer signs will be used to identify agriculture setbacks also increasing public awareness
of the need to reestablish stream buffers, wetland protection and stream connectivity to critical
habitats.

Mowing is required initially to control invasive species and improving stand density.

‘All buffers permanently recorded on GIS data base with Tuff book.

Incentive package:

Riparian Buffers 35-150 ft $2500/acre
Critical Area Planting $1300/acre
Wetland Restoration/Enhancement $1500/acre
Culvert Removal/Replacement 100% cost share
Construction costs 70% cost share

Project Budget (Brown County/ Baird Creek Parkway Foundation 2 years)

Project Coordination:

500hrs for Baird Creek Foundation, 500hrs for Brown County LWCD  $74,610

1 - Project Technician (full time 2080hrs/yr for 2 years) $137,044
1 Tuff Book Computer with GIS capability $5,000

1 Vehicle (including gas & maintenance) $20,000
Outreach & Educational expense $7,000
Cost Sharing to Landowners:

e 7 miles of buffers @ 35 feet wide/side (estimated 59 acres) $0

e 1 mile of buffer at average of 100 feet wide/side (24 acres) $60,000
e 29 acres Critical Area Planting (@ $1300/acre) $37,700
e 5 acres Wetland restoration/enhancement $6000

e Construction costs $30,000

Total:

$377,354
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GRANT APPLICATION REVIEW

Department. Land & Water Cons. Preparer:. Bill Hafs Date: 12/17/09

Grant Title: Great Lakes Rest.Initiative West Shore Grantor Agency: US Fish and Wildlife

Grant Period; 2010 to 2014 Grant # (if applicable):

Brief description of activities/items proposed under grant:

Create, enhance or restore high quality spawning and rearing habitat for northern pike in western rim of Green
Bay on private lands.Establish 16 miles of buffers,establish and restore 73 acres of wettands, reposition 20
culverts to open access to additional 40 miles of stream for migrating fish. Encourage local governments to enact

ordinances to protect vegetative buffers.
$1,794,866 is total grant request from GLRI; Total Non Federal match (NRDA $200,000, Brown County existing

staff $60,900)

Total Grant Amount: $ 1,794,866  Yearly Grant Amount: $ 448,716 Termof Grant: 2010-2014
s this a new grant or a continuation of an existing grant? New [] Continuation

If a continuation, how long have we received the grant?

Are the activities proposed under the grant mandated or statutorily required? []Yes [X] No

Will the grant fund new or existing positions? [X] Yes [} No If yes, explain:
One project coordinator and 2 technicians (nm s exishng - mate )
J

Are matching resources required? [ ] Yes No  If so, what is the amount of the match $
How will it be met? Brown County is identifying match to help grant (existing staff time, NRDA funds)

Explain any ongoing cost to be assumed by the Cnty (ie, maint. costs, software licenses, etc.):
Brown County will monitor contracts for compliance with landowners.

Explain any maintenance of efforts once the grant ends:
Brown County will monitor contracts for compliance with landowners.

Budget Summary: Salaries: $714,066
Fringe Benefits:
Operation and Maintenance: $97,700
Travel/Conference/Training:
Contracted Services:
QOutiay:
Other (iist):  cost to landooners $983,100
Total Expenditures: $1,794,866
Total Revenues: $1,794,866
0

Required County Funds:

APPROVALS

Signature of Depariment Hé&d Signature of Director of Admirjgtration

Date: 19‘/;';1{' [o4

Date: ) 2T (7‘

Rev. 5/1/09



Great Lakes Restoration Initiative —
Restoration of Northern Pike habitat on private land
on the western shore of Green Bay, WI
(Brown & Oconto Counties)

ABSTRACT:

The northern pike (Esox lucius) is Wisconsin’s second largest predator fish and is an important
part of the Green Bay ecosystem and fish community. Northern pike have become scarce in
Green Bay due to wetland habitat losses of as high as 70 percent. In addition, fish encounter
passage obstacles when leaving Green Bay to find spawning marshes or when fry migrate back
to Green Bay.

During 2007, 2008, and 2009, the Brown County Land & Water Conservation Department has
been successful in restoring northern pike habitat on private land in the Suamico and Little
Suamico watersheds. Employing methods and technologies proven in the Suamico and Little
Suamico watersheds, Brown County wishes to transfer its success to other western Green Bay
locales in both Brown and Oconto Counties. As before, partnerships with private landowners
will be key. Tangential benefits resulting from this project includes increased habitat for
waterfowl and amphibian, likely resulting in increased numbers of these species.

PROJECT GOALS:

A. Over 4 years, create, enhance, or restore high-quality spawning and rearing habitat for
northern pike in the western rim of Green Bay on private lands. Enhance and protect critical
wetland habitat.

o Establish vegetated riparian buffers on approximately 16 miles of intermittent and

~ perennial streams scattered throughout the Suamico, Little Suamico and Pensaukee
River Watersheds which have been highly degraded by sediment and nutrients from
agricultural runoff.

o Establish/restore/protect approximately 73 acres of wetlands that are contiguous with
intermittent or perennial streams and will benefit northern pike during spawning.
(Pooled wetland restoration is critical for pike spawning and rearing success.)

o Target specific stream segments in which northern pike currently spawn to ensure
continued fish propagation. Priority areas are scattered in both Brown and Oconto
counties, however, priority will be given to stream/wetland complexes that are within
5 miles of Green Bay as we continue with our strategy to move from the bay inland.

o Improve access to upstream spawning and rearing habitat sites for adult northern pike
by removing/replacing major stream impediments, such as perched culverts. Replace
and/or reposition 20 culverts to open access to an additional 40 stream miles for
migrating fish. :

o Increase public awareness of the balance that predator species will bring to fisheries
and the Green Bay ecosystem. Increase public awareness of the effects of continued
wetland loss on the overall water quality of Green Bay and the need to reestablish
stream connectivity to critical habitats to promote overall health of Green Bay.

B. Seek project cooperation, volunteer labor, and possible funding from local and national
conservation groups, including The Nature Conservancy and other conservation groups; local
and national sportsman groups, including the Brown County Conservation Alliance, Great
Lakes Sport Fisherman, Ducks Unlimited, and Trout Unlimited; and local governments in
Brown and Oconto Counties.
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C. Educate local elected officials and citizens regarding the simplicity and effectiveness of
vegetative buffers in protecting streams.

D. Encourage local governments to enact ordinances for perpetual protection of vegetative
buffers.

Keys to Landowner Participation and Long-term Habitat Restoration

As much as possible, out-of-pocket costs to landowners will be kept at a minimum. To
accomplish this, this proposal offers 70% cost-sharing for the installation of conservation
practices. The 30% landowner match will be provided through a grant to Brown County from
the Natural Resources Damage Assessment (NRDA) program.

To ensure protection in perpetuity, landowners are required to sign agreements with their county
Land Conservation Departments. Those agreements are recorded at the County Register of
Deeds so that future owners are aware that the conservation practices run with the land and must

be protected in perpetuity.

Proposed Cost Share Rates:
e Culvert Removal/Replacement
100% cost sharing
¢ Construction costs 70% cost sharing
Riparian Buffers (20-150 foot width)

flat rate of $2500/acre
e (ritical Area Planting
flat rate of $1300/acre
o Wetland Restoration/Enhancement
flat rate of $1500/acre
Non Federal Match
NRDA Funds Covers landowner 30% construction $180,000
costs
In Stream Monitoring ($5000/yr/4yrs) $ 20,000
Project Sponsor Staff time, vehicle expense, office $ 60,900
Contribution supplies)/year
Total $260,900
PROPOSED BUDGET

See attached sheet.
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